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VL J Letter to Dn Halley, Jftronomer %oyd, 
% S. So€> in anfmer to form ObjeBions made to 
the Miftory of the Jntiqtiky of the Venerea! 
Difeafe. % Mr. Beckett, Surgeon^ F. %S. 

SIR, 

Was of opinion that what I had faid in my two 
former Letters, had been fo full and Catisfadory 
that I ftiould have had no occafion to have given my 
felf or any body elfe, any farther trouble upon this 
head : But forafmuch as I find there have been two 
Objedions made againil what I have advanced by orm 
or two learned Gentlemen, I fhall take upon me to an* 
fwer them, and endeavour to prove they do not in the 
kaft invalidate the Authorities I before produced- 
The firft is, that the Femred Difeafe Co well known 
among us now, and the Leprofy of former Ages, could 
not be the fame Difeafe, becaufe the Leprcfy is not to 
be conquered by Salivation, which the other generally 
very readily yields to. In anfwer to this, i am to 
obferve, that the Leprofj, which we have among us at 
this time, aied:s only the furface of the Body, the 
Skin generally appears fcaley, with a certain deep red 
colour, or fmall Sores upon removing the Scales, and 
fometimes a Scabbinefs, with a redneis of the Skin, 
which aile6ts different parts of the Body. I have 
known both the Cheeks only affeded, both the Arms 
for the breadth of the Palm of the Hand, fometim.es 
the Breail:, the Legs, and other Parts; but this may 
continue upon the Patient during his Life^ as ic fre* 
qiiently do§3, and never make my farther Progrefs ; 
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which ihm'S k to b§ a cutimkr DifeaH: In tliefe 
Cafes npoo Salivatitig the Patients, the- Scaks generally 
fail off, the rednefs difappears, and the Cure fliaJI feem 
CO be compeared; hut in a Month or two, the (krn^ 
incoDvcnieiKics generally Bitmd them .as befcrc. I3ut 
one ought not to conclude, 'that .fcecatife' our Lepr^fy 
will but rarely be cored by Salivation, and the Pc^x 
generally will, that many of thole Perfons the Ancients 
judged to be Leprvus, were not really Femreal; for 
rheir Lefrojj, as they calFd it, was a quite different 
Difeafe from ours, Had there been any Proof brought 
that Perfons had been Salivated in their Leprofy, and 
failed of Cure, it would have determined the Cafe i 
but on the contrary, we are aflured by the learned 
Dr. Fitcdrn^ in his Diflertation concerning the Ingrefs 
of the Lues Fenerea, Thar the Lepnfy, before the Nea" 
pditan Dikzie was talked of^ was cured by Mercury, 
and now fince it changed its Name, it is no longer 
heard of. Thus we find that their Lefrofy and our 
Venereal Difeafe would be cured by the fame Method, 
but their /L^/?;-^/; ^nd ours, being abrolutely different 
DifeafeSs we by no means ought to exped: the Succefs, 
from the fame procefs of Cure, lliould be the fame- 
I dare be pofitive that no body ever obferved our Le* 
profy to be attended with falling of the Hair, hoarfnefs 
of the Voice, the Patient rpeaking as ^though he fpoke 
through the Nojfe, Gonfumption of the Flelh, Ulcers ali 
over the Body, corruption of the ffeffiy Parts, and of 
the Bones themfelves, filthy Ulcers of the Throat, cor* 
rofion and falling of the Nofe, all which are reckoned 
as Symptoms of their Leprofy ; on the contrary, ours is 
a mild and almoft inoffenfive Difeafe, which a Perfon 
may be affeded with during his Life, and never become 
worfes whereas the other by difplaying it felf under 
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fhi Symptoms before enumerated^ brings the Patient to 
the mod miferable end ; befides this, their Difeafe was 
got by Coition as their Authors aflure us, but in our 
Lefrofy^ a difeafed Husband may cohabit with his Wife 
as long as he lives, and he ftiall never be able either 
by Coition, or the immediate contact of the difeafed 
Parts viith thole that are found, to communicate any 
Evil. Had what our Predeceflbrs called the Lcfr^fj been 
the fame Difeafe we call by that Name now^ they had 
not been fo folicitous of making fuch large Provifion 
for them, or fhutting them up from Humane Society ; 
for one of our Left cm Perlons might have been among 
them, and no body have known he laboured under any 
Infirmity at all From hence it is evident the Difeak 
fo common among them, was entirely different from 
our Lefrefy^ the Appearances of which bear no manner 
of Analogy with the former* ^Tis from the Symptoms 
of the Diftafe, and the manner of its being received, 
that we generally know one Difeafe from another ; but 
the Symptoms of moll of their Lefrom Perfons, and 
the manner whereby the Difeafe was gotten, will be 
found in no other Difeafe that attacks the humane 
Body, but in the ^mend Difeafe only ; for here they 
fo exadly agree, that we mull in a manner do violence 
to our own Reaifon,, if we deny them ro be the fame, 
I proceed now to anfwer the fecond Qb|e<aion, which 
indeed was long ago falfly aflerted by Du Fdkr the 
Hiftoriani whicb is, that the Lepr^fy was brought 
into Engknd from the Holy War, by fbme of our 
Countrymen, and that the Difeafe was altogether un- 
known among us before. ThiSi as I take it, does not 
fo immediately concern me, fioce all I take upon me 
m prove is, that what They called the Lfprofj^ is not 
^e fame Difeafe we call by that Name now, but 
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another. However, I Ihall in a few Words make it 
appear that this Objection is likewife ground iefs, by 
obferving that the firft Engli(hmen that went over to 
the Holy War, made their firft Voyage in the Year 
1096, as our Hiftorians generally agree, and that 
fbme of them returned in 1098, two Years after thac 
Expedition? but mod certain it is^ we had the Leprofy 
among us before, for Wharton, de Epifcopis Londinenfihu^^ 
and other Hiftorians affure us, that Hugo de Orivalle^ 
one of the Bifhops of London, died here of the Leprofy 
in the Year 1084, which proves our Countrymen did 
nor bring that Difeafe firft from the Holy War, becaufe 
we had it among us before. The account tViliiam of 
Malmeshury gives o^ this Bifliop's Difeafe, is as follows* 
Is pofi p uccs ordin^tionis annos tn morhum incur ahtlem in^ 
cidit. Siqutdem regia V^ktudo tot urn corpus ejus puru* 
lent is ulceritus occupans ad pudendum remedium tranfmifit^. 
Nam crfdcns afferentibus nnicum fore fuhlidium ft vafa 
humor urn recept acuta, verenda fcilket, cxfecanfur, non abnuit. 
Itaque & opprobrium [padonis tulit Epifcopus^ €^ nullum 
tnvenit remedium, quoad vixit leprofus% Now its highly 
probable, had this been a new Difeafe the Bilhop died 
of, the mention af it as fuch^ would not have efcaped 
our Hiftorian, but on the contrary it feems to have 
been anciently known among us, becaufe the Remedy 
made ufe of for it was fb, it having been recommended 
by Miius^ and other Phyfical Writers feveral hundred 
Years before this time; and I thmk its very plain 
that the cutting off the Tefticles, and with them the 
Veflels formed for the receiving the Humours ss ex- 
prefled in the former Cafe, was by them looked upon 
to be of peculiar Scivice, becaufe its probable char ob- 
ferving the Difeafe to begin in thefe and the nciioh- 
bouring Parts, they thought the very Miner a Morr}^ 
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wr^uli be by this means deftroyed, and the Di^ 
cafe mxhm ciirsd or the fpr§adsag of it prevented, 

William Beckett. 
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Vn. An Experiment to compare the Paris Weights as 
they are notp ns'd at Paris, with the Englifh 
B^elghts. (By the <^verend J. T* Defaguliers^ 

LL.a k4^. 

Inding the Accounts which we have of the Fre^d 
Weights different in different Books, I lent to a 
curious Gentleman for fome Paris Weights exad to the 
Standard Weights at the Chatekt; and found upon 
tryal, the Paris Ounce, which contains 576 of their 
Grains, to be equal to 476 of our Grains Troy ; from 
w^hich Experiment all the other Proportions may be 
deduc'd^ 

The Fre^i:h Pound con 1. 16 Ounces, 

Ounce — — 8 Drams, or 576 Paris Grains* 
Dram — — ' 3 Deniers* 
Denier •— — • %^ Grains. 
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